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| Re:  Proposed Water Quality Control Plan for Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of Califoria, Sediment
Quality Objectives _

Dear Ms. Townsend:

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed Water Quality Control Plan ®lan) for
Enclosed Bays and Estuaries of California, Sediment Quality Objectives (SQQ).

First, we commend the State Water Resource Control Board (SWRCB).and Science Team for the
approach taken and the excellent work to date that bas gone into developing SQOs for the enclosed bays
and estuaries of California. We particularly support the project structure that the SWRCB used in the
$QO development effort, which included enlisting national sediment quality experts as peer reviewers

and advisors on the Scientific Steering Committee, and interacting with diverse stakeholder _
representatives on the Advisory Committee to provide ongoing feedback to the Science Team; this has

led to a scientifically based policy framework for SQO0s. '

Our comments on the draft Staff Report and proposed Plan are intended to provide productive input on
the scope and content of Phase 1 of the Sediment Quality Objective Program in California. The
comuments are organized into broad and specific comments that match the structure of the proposed Plan.

The Department strongly supports your efforts in developing sediment quality objectiyes; We hope
. these comments are heloful. If you have any questions, please call me at (916) 653-4446.

Sincerely,

G. SCOTT McGOWEN
Chief Environmental Engineer

Enclosure

“Caltrans improves mobility across California™ '
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COMMENTS ON PROPOSED WATER QUALITY CONTROL PLAN FOR ENCLOSED BAYS
AND ESTUARIES OF CALIFORNIA, SEDIMENT QUALITY OBJECTIVES

Broad Comments

1. Support for Good Science — The Department supports the SWRCB’s science-based, data-driven
approach for developing sediment quality objectives for California coastal embayments. We support
the multiple line of evidence (MLOE) approach, which is advocated by the national expert panel that
the SWRCR convened for the SQO development effort. We also support the steps the SWRCB has
taken to validate individual tools and their integrated application using actual data and independent
reviewers. We urge the SWRCB to follow the same approach in developing and validating tools for
water quality evaluations in the estuaries of Califomnia. :

5 Timeline for SQO Compliance ~ The SWRCB should clarify that definitive timelines to comply with
the proposed SQOs are not possible, given the complexities and uncertainties inherent in the
detcrmination of causative factors for SQO violations. The SWRCB should include a statement in
Section VIL Subsection F, Part 3 (page 26 of the Plan) indicating that compliance schedules wiil be
determined on a case-by-case basis. '

" 3. Impact on Dredging Program Requirements — The Department is involved in numerous dredging
operations in San Francisco Bay and potentially at other locations throughout the state. We support
tanguage in the policy that avoids redundancy and/or inconsistencies between the proposed SQOs and
existing regulatory requirements for dredging. ' ' :

4. Impact of Policy on Areas of Special Biological Significance (ASBS) — The Department requests that
SQOs be used for and supersede requirements related to sediment quality impacts including ASBS.
Clarification should be provided in Section VIL Subsection B (page 21 of the Plan).

5. Implementation Responsibilitics — Department roads and facilities typically account for less than five
percent of the area of most watersheds. Because of this, we request that the policy clarify that the
monitoring costs to support SQO policy implementation should bear a reasonable relationship to the
level of contribution from various permiited sources and other potent_ially-responsible parties.
Additionally, we request that the Department’s contribution for monitoring also bears a reasonable
relationship to its known constituents. Relate to this: the Department has spent many years
investigating what constituents do and do not come from Department roads and facilities via
stormwater and we should onty be held responsible for constituents listed in the minimum constituent

" list, shown as Table F-7 of Appendix F from the Department’s new statewide Stormwater
Management Plan (June 2007), which is copied as the last page to this comment letter. Currently, the
overlap between the constituents identified in the Proposed Plan (Attachment A of the Proposed Plan)
and the Department's minimum constituent list consists of total organic carbon, cadmium, copper,
lead, and zinc. :

6. Lmpacton TMDLs — The proposed SQOs represent the best available science for sediment quality or
. gediment toxicity issues. Where water bodies have previously been designated on the SWRCB’s
303(d) list as impaired due to sediment quality, the policy should mandate that existing listings be
re-examined after completion of the Stressor Identification and Development of Site-Specific
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